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them, whatever be the result on the community at large, the
day of complete confidence in the excise had gone by. The
point to be emphasized is that the advocates, as well as
the opponents of the excise,1 agreed as to their theory of in-
cidence; and that some defended, while others objected to,
this system of the taxation of necessaries precisely because, in
their opinion, it rested on the poor. Their general doctrine
of incidence, in short, was that the excise rests on the mass of
the consumers.

3.   The Excise is shifted to the Landowners

As compared with the writers discussed in the previous
section, there were few who maintained that the incidence of
the excise as such is on the landowner. There were, indeed,
some influential thinkers who held that all taxes are shifted
to the land.2 But the special doctrine which singled out ex-
cises as the particular taxes that finally rest on land met with
comparatively little support.

Probably the first writer to advance this theory was an
anonymous pamphleteer of the last decade of the seventeenth
century. He is concerned especially with " a Home-Excise
upon things eatable and drinkable, and several other Merchan-
dizes which are sold in the Market." 3 The ordinary state-
ment that an excise, which he calls " a troublesome and slavish
sort of Tax,"4 rests on the consumer is declared by him to
be an error. For example, the more the farmer has to pay
for the commodities of his own consumption, says he, the less
he will be able to pay as rent.6 The farmers and the land-

1 With the exception of Vanderlint, whose attitude is explained below, p. 76.

a See below, pp. 71 et seq.

* Some Considerations about the most proper Way of Raising Money in the
Present Conjuncture. London, 1692, p. 15.

4 Ibid., p. 27.

6 " The common argument for an Excise, That it will spare our Lands j is
grounded upon a false Supposition: This is not a sparing our Lands, but a charg-
ing them for ever with double what is needful. The dearer the Farmer pays for
his Commodities, the less Rent he will pay; and the less his Product yields him